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1 . This opinion contains indications relating to the following items: 

Basis of the opinion 
Priority 

Non-establishment of opinion wth regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial tqjplicahiliiy 
Lack of unity of invention 

Reasoned statement under Rule 43My.l(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industriiil 
applicability; citations tmd explanations supporting such statement 

Certain documents cited 

Box No. VII Certain defects in the international application 

Box No. VIII Certain observations on the international application 
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2. FURTHER ACTION 

If a demand for international preliminary examination is made, this opinion will be considered to be a written upinion of the 
International Preliminary Examining AuUioriiy ("IPEA"j except tiiat this does not apply where the applicant chooses an 
Authority other thjm tiiis one to be the I PEA and tlie chosen IPEA hiis notified the International Bureau under Rule 66, \bhp) 
that written opinions of this International Searching Authority will not be so considered. 


If liiis opmion is, as provided iibove, considered to be a written opinion of the IPEA, Uie applicant is invited U) submit to tlie 
IPEA a written reply together, where appropriate, with amendments, before the expiration of 3 mondis from the dale of 
mailing of Form PCT/IS A/220 or before die expiration of 22 months from the priority date, whichever expires later. 
For flirtiier options, see Form PCT/ISA/220. 


3. R)r fiirUier deuiils. see notes lo Form PCT/ISA/220. 
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International 2q)plication No. { 
PCT/IN04/00020 

Box No. I Basis of this opinion 

language, this opinion has been established on the bisis of the international application in the language in which 
It was Wed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. lau^uagc m wiuwi 

□ TOs opinion has been establisiied on the basis of a translauon from the original language into the foUowing language 
which IS the language of a translauon furnished for the purposes of international search (under Rules 12.3 and 23. 1(b)). 

2. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application and necessary to the 
claimed invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: necessary lo mt 

a. type of material 


1 1 a sequence listing 


lable(s) related to the sequence listing 


h. fonnjit of materitU 


1 1 in writLen fnnnai 


dl in computer readable Ibrm 


c . time 0 f ill ing/ftimishing 


n contained in internaaonal application as filed. 


n filed together with the international application m computer re-adable form. 

im furnislied subsequenUy to tiiis Authority for the purposes of search. 


3. □ fa addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing mid/or table relating thereto hfis been 
Ued or fiirnished aie required statements tiiat the information in die subsequent or additional copies is identical to that in 
the application jls Wed or does not go beyond tiie application as filed, as appropriate, were Rirnished 

4. Additional comments: 


rorm iyi5A/237fBox No. [) (January 2004) " ' 


WMTTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 

International tqiplication No. 
PCT/IN04/00020 

Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43 to. 1(a) fi) with regard to novelty, inventive step 
applicability; dtaUons and explanations supporting such statement 

or industrial 

1 StatemRiit 




Novelty (N) 

Claims 1-5 


I tio 


Claims NONE 


NO 

Inventive step (IS) 

Claims 2-5 


YES 


Claims 1 


NO 

Industrial applicability XI A) 

Claims 1-5 


YES 


Claims NONE 


NO 


2. Citatioas and explanations: 

Claims 1-5 meet the criteria set out in PCX Article 33(2), because the prior art does not teach or fairly suggest converting an input 
document, which Ims components us a hierarchical tree sinicture in multiple formats, to the desired fomiat using a document 
con^oser and venfyrag the documenL 

Claim 1 lacks an inventive step under PCX Article 33(3) a^; being obvious over Nehab et al (hereinafter Nehab). USPN 6 029 182 in 
view ot Melizer et al. (hereinafter Meltzer), USPN 6, 125,391 . ... 

Regarding claim 1, Nehab disclases specifying components of a heterogeneous compound docmnenl as a hierarchical tree 
stnicmre in rnulnple tonnats and specif ying the input sources of mfomuiUon for each of the aimponents as ptu-t of a model [Neliab 
coi. 12. lines 40-63] and veriiying and composing the heterogeneous compound document using a modeling language parser and a 
document conjDoser by dymimicidly obtaining input uiformaUon from the sources specified b the model [Nehab. col. 13. line I - col. 
1 4. ime 67J. Nehab does not disclose converting the input document to a desired foraiant using a document coimoser. However 
Meltzer does disclose converting an ii^ut document to a desired formant usmg a document composer [Meltzer. col. 26. lines 19-671 
It wou d have been obvious to one of ordinary skUl in the art, at the time the invention wis made, to incorporate a converter. lauiOil 
by Meltzer. into the system of Neliab, so that different users could have different views of the same document. 

Clairns 2-5 meet the criteria set out in PCT Article 33(3). beuiuse the combination of prior art does not teach or fairly .suggest more 
specific deiaU of tlie laerarchical tree structure in multiple fomiats. 

Claims 1-5 meet tlie criteria set out in PCT Article 33(4). and thus Internet industrial applicalnlity because the subject mtitter claimed 
can be made or used in indusu-y. 
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